sustainability and carbon neutrality will define our nation, just as our quest for a nuclear free world has over the past twenty-three years. More than any other developed nation, New Zealand needs to go the extra mile to lower greenhouse gas emissions and increase sustainability'. 5 As Prime Minister Clark alludes to in her address to Parliament, there are moral components to both the questions asked and the resolutions offered, in regards to climate change. In 2007, Tim O'Riordan gave a public speech in New Zealand titled, 'Not just communicating: How to share hard policy choices about climate change with the public'. O'Riordan suggested that New Zealand was poised to lead the global community in regards to climate change, given its historical roots in progressive social change and its international image as clean and green In his role as a British Sustainability Commissioner and an advisor to the previous British Prime Minister Tony Blair on environmental issues, O'Riordan has had a unique perspective on the relationship between media, government and social change in relation to global warming. He argued that climate change must be framed not as a sacrifice or a penalty but as an opportunity to benefit the future. 6 O'Riordan believes that only through such framing can the public consciousness on global warming shift.
He argues that these 'reward' frames have already begun to be used in newspaper coverage of global warming around the world. . Less than two weeks after Professor O'Riordan's speech, Michael Nisbet, an Assistant Professor in the School of Communication at American University, and Chris Mooney, a correspondent for Seed magazine, published an article in Science, which discussed the framing of science reporting . 7 The authors argued that scientists should 'strategically avoid emphasizing the technical details of science when trying to defend it ', 8 given that competing forces often stress moral frames in science coverage. The authors argued that the employment of moralistic frames from religious leaders and Republican officials in the United States has led to a lack of understanding on issues, such as climate change, embryonic stem cell use and evolution. It is this lack of understanding that led these authors to argue for public accountability, economic development and social progress frames to 'engage broader support'. ownership. Given the reach and circulation of mainstream media, they are a central component in constructing the social world that surrounds the people, events and places that we call reality.
10 By comparing the alternative and mainstream press in this study, it is hoped that a broader understanding of different kinds of narratives might emerge. This research also hopes to better understand media frames of climate change in a country with a stated policy goal of carbon neutrality. The results from this study may indicate distinct differences between alternative and mainstream media that may be helpful in further theorizing the role of alternative media in society.
Framing Analysis
This research argues that media can play a powerful role in shaping ideology about political issues. However, this complex process is by no means direct or necessarily even clear. Scheufele 11 points out that the present stage of framing research, characterized by 'social constructivism', is defined by both strong and limited effects. On the one hand, mass media construct powerful images of reality for the public and on the other hand, the public draws upon these frames only to contextualize them against their own preexisting schemas. This results in a process whereby audiences depend on 'a version of reality built from personal experience, interaction with peers, and interpreted selections from the mass media'. Based on the foregoing, the following hypothesis will be tested:
H1: The alternative publication, Scoop, will emphasize morality in their coverage of climate change, more than the mainstream publication, The New Zealand Herald.
Mainstream Coverage of Climate Change
The operator of regional newspapers, radio broadcasting and outdoor advertising in Australasia. 43 Given sheer circulation, the mainstream press have been found to be an integral source of knowledge about climate change. 44 The mainstream press are a central component in constructing the social world that surrounds the people, events and places that we call reality. 45 The public depend upon the media, especially in relation to environmental risks. 46 The media therefore have great power in democratic societies because of the dependence that the public places on them for necessary information. 47 It has been argued that mainstream New Zealand broadcast journalists have taken this responsibility seriously through a rhetoric of 'social responsibility to inform'. 48 This sense of responsibility is fueled by the 'populist discourse of 'relevance' which celebrates the common-sense thinking of 'ordinary New Zealanders'. 49 There is also a strong reliance on local reporting in New Zealand. 
Methodology
This research follows a deductive approach by first defining the frames to search for and then proceeding with a comprehensive examination. While a drawback to this method is that one may not discover all the frames present, these studies can be easily replicated and can detect subtle differences between media.
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The research depends on frequencies, percentages, and independent-samples t- solutions; domestic politics; international relations; and current weather. Added to this list, this study also coded for the presence of the following frames: sensationalism, conflict and morality (see Table 1 ). All frames were coded as (0) not present, (1) present or (2) outstanding focus, or appearing in the lead.
This study also used the coding instrument developed by Brossard et. al. 80 to measure sources. This research recorded each assertion, quotation, or named source and coded that source as either an academic/university professor, researcher, or scientist; resident/citizen 'on the street' (i.e. non-expert interview); business/industry group; economist; unnamed experts or officials; unaffiliated or independent research group; governmental sources; or environmental group. Each source was coded as (0) not present or (1) present. Variability of viewpoints was measured by counting the number of sources mentioned in each article (minimum = 0, maximum = 6, M = 2.0, SD = 1.9) The author and one other coder were used to code content for this study to increase the reliability of the results. The coder was trained in understanding and detecting the coding categories.
Results

Frames
The coder was asked to code an initial 30 articles. During that period, the author of this study and the coder met frequently to discuss any questions. There was also a more formalized meeting after the first 30 articles were coded. The coding categories were again discussed at this stage and any remaining questions were dealt with. This discussion served to enhance greater uniformity in coding. The initial sub-sample of 30 articles (15 from each publication) was measured using Scott's pi, a common measure that accounts for chance agreement. However, it should be made clear that he isn't offering a definitive reward. Rather, he
is stating, 'we should be encouraging' and not alternatively stating, 'we will be encouraging'. This reflects that he is actually not an integral part of the triumvirate bond first imagined between himself, the government and the readers. He remains outside of that bond and is morally hopeful of a reward, rather than providing one.
Despite these examples of morality in content, there was very little evidence of this frame overall. The magnitude of the differences between the means that was found was very small (eta squared=.016), which meant that only 1.6 percent of variance in morality was explained by publication source. However, the overall use of consequences in telling stories about climate change was equal with 19 articles from both publications, totaling 38 articles, emphasizing the consequences to climate change to some degree. This relatively high usage of the consequence frame was equal across publications. Thus, there was no Zealand will get warmer but parts will also get wetter…Snowlines will rise and westerly winds will be 20 percent stronger. Severe droughts are likely to occur up to four times as often, but heavy rain will be more frequent'. those who are only interested in denying the existence of climate change because they must perform as some sort of cog in a larger wheel. In using the word 'machine', these detractors are exposed as someone, or something, other than us as the readers. Their role within the 'machine' is solely to contribute to their 'side' and not to base their position on any rational or emotional thought -two characteristics that separate humans from machinery. Further labeling these researchers as contrarian suggests that even if faced with reasonable evidence, such individuals would not shift in opinion. Again, this lack of rationale distances these detractors from the readers' position.
Sources
Academic sources were found in 19 percent of articles. While it has been noted before, it is also important to temper these conclusions against the limitations of a relatively small sample size. This was not an exhaustive review of all media content in New Zealand and conclusions need to be considered as reflective of only the sample examined. The conclusions themselves must also be considered within the definitional limitations of the frames examined (See Table One ). Many of the frames examined here, such as morality, sensationalism, and conflict, could have been approached from several different perspectives. Indeed, this study was confined to a definitional framework for both simplicity and for clarity in the results. However, it could be argued that this sample may have had different results had the operationalization of frames been different. Finally, this study was an examination of narrative and not of the impact that these 93 Nisbet and Mooney, 'Framing Science'. narratives may have on society. This research offered possible readings of the frames found, but these interpretations can not be considered conclusive until further study is completed.
Despite these limitations, an intriguing finding of this study was that there was no suggestion of any difference between the alternative and mainstream press. While a clear limitation to this study was the small sample size, such nascent findings are disturbing for those examining the differences between alternative and mainstream media and those pushing for changes in climate change coverage. One possible conclusion is that journalistic norms have become so pervasive that alternative media are quick to follow the same patterns of coverage. One of the principle points of opposition against the present media merger frenzy, is the fear that a monolithic media will create content that is one-dimensional. This is based on the precept that a multiplicity of outlets will offer a multiplicity of voices. 
